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barbara gaines

306 w 105th st 2
new york, ny 10025

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It js the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the leaislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Barbara Gaines
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Gilbert Eidam

B853-48th street
Sacramenta, Ca 95819

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

wWashington, DC 20954

FCC chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services bhe
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gilbert Eidam




Jonathan Bachelar
5446 Indian Summer Court
Boulder, CO 80301

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement i5 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real! potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Bachelaor
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Randolph Nogel

1055 Fillmore St.
Denver, CO 80206

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel!
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lTook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sinceretly,

Randolph Nogel, Esg.
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karen kirschling

£33 pak street H2
san francisco, ca 94117

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

This requirement is not necessary or ethical, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Karen Kirschling
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Robert Chamberlain
315 Comstock Ave Apth 6
Syracuse, NY 13210

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FcC Chafrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to logk through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications., the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sucgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.
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Sincerely,

Robert Chamberlain
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paul lamarre

426 east 9, 5D
new york c¢ity, ny 10012

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiaons Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppaosition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expahsive reading of the law
would bypass the lTegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

paul lamarre
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Tony Jones

3310 HWY 127
Carbondale, IL 62903

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone cempanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying ta force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone <¢ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legijslative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master Key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential For hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tony Jones
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Paul Wilkins

2303 Cedros Circ¢le”
Santa Fe, NM B?7505

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiens. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the damgerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Paul Wilkins
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Maura Coughlin

170 West Main st
Wellfleet, MA 02667

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powel]l:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatiaon services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like 2-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legistative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to oeur personal communicatiaons, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue ggvernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Maura Coughlin
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Judy Branfman

221 172 3rd Ave
vYenice, CA 30291

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
spurces like e-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Oonce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Judy Branfman
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eugene kogan

2801 E28 Street
Brooklyn, ny %1235

Marcn 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement te look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge You to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <ommunication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Yevgeny Kogan
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Kevin Sharkey

PO BOX 448
ARCATA, CA 35318

March t8, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have bullt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telsphone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the govarnment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI?s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ? or
even rogue government agents ? to access our personal communicatiaons. Past
efforts to provide this saort of ?hackdoor? access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugqgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet c¢ommunication technologies should have buitt-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kevin Sharkey




Won 22 Mar 2004 0B:10:32 AW EST P
Emily Teykl

3310 Werner Ave
Austin, TX 7?8722

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be bhuilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Emily Teyk]l
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Constance Lacey

P. 0. Box 311
Jerome, AZ 86339

March 1B, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20594

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the

Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatinn services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actyally build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run argund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticons, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that hy requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Constance Lacey
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Christian Ambrose

2611 Oakley
kansas City, MO 64127

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Pepartment of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I loak forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Christian L. Ambrose




H H T
Tennifer Conéun
74 Exeter St, apt I
Newmarket, MH D3857

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chafirman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 1s going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephote for law enforcement to look thraugh.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources lTike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications., the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous sucgestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Condaon
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Martin Liccardo

955 Browning Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84105

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers,

Onc¢e again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Martin Liccardo
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Robert Dare

261 locust Lane
Cinnaminson, NJ 0B077

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalirman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Interrmet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to forc¢e the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources tike phone companies and data
sources lTike e-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert Dare




Owais Dada

3287 Montierra Pl
San Jose, CA 93135

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c<reating the very real potential for hackers and thiesves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort of backdaor access have not been successful and
anly ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Owais Dada




" "Tonathan Manto

303 W. Mesa
Gallup, NM 87301

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build i1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vyou to oppose the danmgerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Manto
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sarah—marie belcastro

3741 Spencer Ave,
Norwood, OH 45212 \

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources l1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mafl. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents  to access our perscnal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers. (Remember the brouhaha over the
"Clipper chip"?)

Furthermore, requiring built-in wiretapping access would reduce accessiblity of
technology, as the costs of development would be passed on to consumers. We
already have vast social inegquities in access to common technologies because of
income level, and we certainly should not exacerbate those.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

Sincerely,

sarah-marie belcastro




L& Mar ZUUus Un.1U. .4, .
Kathy Gai11gan

4501 Patterson St
Bridgewater, NJ 08807

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telaphone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion gf the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kathy Galligan
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o ® Todg Eday

10170 Keiths Close
Streetshoro, OH 44241

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20594

FCC Chafrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bhuilt with a peephole for law enforcement to lgok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Todd Eddy
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Nitin Anand
1374 N Jerusalem Rd
N Merrick, NY 11566

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street S

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairmanh Powell:

d4s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communicatiens, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cemmunications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nitin Anand




